IDEALISTIC  THOUGHT  OF  INDIA
Tagore would say that we, as human beings, cannot but think as
human beings.
But if man is essentially identical with the Supreme Person
and so infinite, why does he experience finitude? How are we to
account for his finitude? Tagore says that it is due to Maya or
Avidya. It is an appearance and is not ultimately real. He writes:
"Logically speaking, the distance between two points, however
near, may be said to be infinite, because it is infinitely divisible.
But we do cross the infinite at every step, and meet the eternal at
every second. Therefore some of our philosophers say there is no
such thing as finitude; it is but a maya, an illusion. The real is
infinite, and it is only may a, the unreality which causes the
appearance of the finite. But the word mdyd is a mere name, it is
no explanation. It is merely saying that with truth there is this
appearance which is the opposite of truth; but how they come to
exist at one and the same time is incomprehensible."1 But Maya
is not understood by Tagore as Sankara understands it. For
Sankara, it is neither real nor unreal: it neither is nor is not. But
for Tagore it both is and is not.2 The followers of Vallabha some-
times use the words Maya and Avidya to denote that our differ-
ence from the Brahman is only an appearance.3 But this Maya is
for them not a metaphysical entity. It is just the ignorance that
clouds our intellect and makes us see difference where difference
is not. Tagore's conception resembles that of Vallabha, though
the latter does not treat it as a metaphysical entity which both is
and is not, Maya, according to Tagore, has being, because finitude
is experienced; but it is non-being also, because, when our infini-
tude is realized, it vanishes. Vallabha and his followers definitely
reject Sankara's doctrine of Maya and upaclhi, and maintain that,
when they speak of the finitude of the jiva and his separateness
from the Brahman, they do not mean Maya.4 The world is not
unreal for them, because it is the product of the Brahman. Un-
reality could not have come out of reality. Tagore certainly
speaks of the world as unreal, as having no explanation and so
forth. On this point also, his view differs from that of Vallabha.
Tagore says that the separateness of our self from the Brahman
is an illusion or Maya, "because it has no intrinsic reality of its
own."5 He pictures Maya as the smoke that envelops fire and
1 Sadkana, p. 95.                              a Contemporary Indian Philosophy, p. 38.
3 Cp.   Ato'smatpratyayo  bhranio mayavrtavilokandt.  Hariraya:   Brahmavada-
sangraha, p. i.                       4 Ibid., pp. 32-7.                         5 Sadhana, p.* 79.
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